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October 1 3 .  2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Richard Fox 
18800 Egret Bay Blvd 
APT 1 4 0 3  
Houston. TX 7 7 0 5 8  
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgb l  televlslon. As a 
cansumer and cltlzen, 1 ?eel srrongly that such a polley would be bad Tor Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer e~eetron~cs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers Ilb me 
actually wmt, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that Ilmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgral teievlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

BenJamln Schumacher 
2225 Buchtel Blvd Apt 801 
Denver, CO 80210 
USA 
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October 13; 2003 

Commiaaioner Kathleen Q. Abmathy 
Federal Cammunicstions Commiasion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washkgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I nm writing to voice my oppositian to any FCC-mandated adoptim of "broadcast 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  lights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics must be rooted in manufactured ability to h o v a t e  for thek customers. nUowllg 
mode studios to veto features of DTY-reception equipment will enable the SNdioS to tell technohgLts what new products t h q  cnn 
create. Thb will result in products rhat don't necessndy reflect what consumers &e me actually wmS and it could r e d  in me being 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcnut flng mandate, I would actudy be less likely to make an investment in D1V-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my dghts at the beheit of Hollywood. Pleaae do not mandate brondcant 5 . g  
technology for digital televikon Thant yau for your time. 

sincerely, 

Deep& Ooel 
2601 Thompson Bridge Rd 
Apt 8H 
Ciainesde, OA 30501 
USA 

technology for digital tdedmon. AS a conuumer 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for &@tal 
telewslon. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, md the uhmate doption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. T h i s  will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actuallywant3 and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devlces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal televlsion. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely. 

Matthen, McGum 
4 Wdou. S t  
Dedham, MA 02026 
USA 
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Con.n.issioner Kathleen Q Aberrmrhv 
Fidrral Connur.icatiuns C>ntn.issix, 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Christopher Sollitto 
927 5 .  Linwood Ave. 
Baltimore. MD 21224 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowins movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Mauricio Bayon 
911 Hillcrest Ct 
Unit 1 2 7  
Hollywood, FL 3 3 0 2 1  
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen 0 .  Abernathv 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV, 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flay technology for digital telwisim. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Alexander Blood 
1730 Burns 
Saint Paul. MN 5 5 1 0 6  
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen a Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my OpposNlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and cRlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatbn, consumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, compettlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuheturen' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceosarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

MlChael Slmpson 
3400 Emlgratlon Canyon 
salt Lake Cty. UT 84108 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FtCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon. As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad tor Innovatlon. consumer rlghh. and the ultimate 
adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumer3 Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devbes that llmlt my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

vlctor ~ e w k  
213 Beechtree Drlve 
Cary, NC 27513 
USA 
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Commissioner IGthleen Q. Abemathy 
Fedecal Communications Comrmssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear IGthleen Abemathy, 

I pm writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovabon, consumer 
rights, ,md the ultimate &option of DTV. 

A robugt, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' a U t y  to innovate for 
their customers. AUowingmoole Studio5 to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the stud~or to 
tell technologsts what near products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers l i h  me actuallywant, and it could result ITI me being charged more money for rnferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less I;hly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that 1-t my n&ts at the behest of Hollyvood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &pa l  television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

garth rogers 
642 Magnolia Drive 
San Mateo, CA 94402 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@tal 
telemnsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ultunnte adoption of DTV. 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome stu&os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment orill enable the studios to 
tell technologtrts what new products they can create. This d l  result in products that don't necerandy reflect 
Whdt consumers like me actually wantj and It could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leas likcly to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll not pay more for demcer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollpood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal televlston. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Wchael Chytracek 
233 S Wilham St 
Joliet, IL 60436 
USA 
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October 1 I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen a. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlnns Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgkal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovttlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DW. 

A robust. competltlve market for consumer elenronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonallty. 

I l  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slneerely, 

Charles Trlpp 
2267 S Franklln 
Denver, CO 80210 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commiseioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communication# Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NW 
Weshingfon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast I%@ t e c h l o g y  for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conflwner rights, and the ultimate adoption of D W .  

.4 robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their culltomas. A!louhg 
movie prudios to veto features of DW.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologirts what new productu they can 
create. ?his will result in products that don't n e c e w d y  reflect what consumers lite me a d y  want, and it could reuult in me being 
charged more money for inferior h o t i o d t y .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mate an inveltment in DTV-capable recaveri and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flue 
technoloey for digital television. Thnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Brown 
31 
Iowa City, IA 52246 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wMng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon AS a 
consumer and cnlren, I feel strongly that such a POIICY would be bad for innovation, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

a roDUSt, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllky to Innowe for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devices that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglpal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Antanlo Rodrlguez 
1230 Pendleton St 
Apt 7-G 
Columbia, sc 29201 
USA 
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Commissioner Ibthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I m writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telension. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for mnovution, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to 
tell technologsts what new products they CM create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result u1 me being charged more money for inferior 
functionaliq. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inves'unent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that limit my r i g h t s  at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcust flug technology for Q g d  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ian Miller 
7520 20th Ave NE 
Seattle, WA 98115 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Vashington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innorrate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technoloqists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ethan Mandel 
940 Bonnie Brae 
River Forest, IL 6 0 3 0 5  
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrnlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market ?or consumer electronles must be rooted In msnutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reeebers 
and ather equlpment I wlll not pay mare for devkes that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Rlchard Chevalley 
3 FaIr?ax Clrele 
Frederlcksburg, VA 22405 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgital televlslon As a 
consumer and citlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghk, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, competltbe market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcan flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Jorge Pa2 

Llncoln, NE 68508 
1524 E St Apt 5 

USA 


